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Response to Amendment 

This Office Action is in response to a communication made on August 22, 2006. 

Claims 1-20, 43 and 62 have been cancelled. 

Claims 21, 51, 58, 61, and 67 have been amended. 

Claims 21-42, 44-61- and 63-70 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 21-27, 29-39, 41-42, 44-53, 55-58, 60-62, and 63-70 is rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Cortjens (5526037). 

Regarding claim 21, Cortjens teaches a user interface system allowing a user 
interface of a first device to be supported at least in part by a second device (Column 5, 
lines 30 - 42), the system comprising: a module for generating at least one high-level 
event message indicating that an event has occurred that is relevant to the first device 
(Column 8, line 60 - Column 9, line 1 ); a router present at the first device for 
determining whether said at least one abstract message is handled locally at the first 
device or remotely at the second device (Column 8, lines 34 - 44); a mapper for 
mapping said at least one high-level message into at least one lower-level message for 
controlling one or more hardware elements controlled by the second device (Column 5, 
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lines 55 - 59); and a module for communicating said at least one lower-level message 
to the second device, such that the second device may activate one or more hardware 
elements that are appropriate for said event that has occurred (Column 9, lines 6-16). 

Regarding claim 22, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 21, wherein said first 
device is temporarily connected to said second device (Column 3, line 54 - Column 4, . 
line 1, where a remote device can temporarily connect to a local converted with the 
necessary software and control the system through the network connection, without the 
need for a permanent hardware and connection). 

Regarding claim 23, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 21, wherein said first 
device is permanently connected to said second device (Figure 1, element 17 and 13). 

Regarding claim 24, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 21, wherein said first 
device connects to said second device via wireless communication (Column 13, lines 43 
-45). 

Regarding claim 25, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 21, wherein said first 
device connects to said second device via wireline communication (Column 9, lines 25 
-26). 

Regarding claim 26, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 21, wherein said first 
device comprises a client device that is hosted by said second device (Column 5, lines 
30 - 42). 

Regarding claim 29, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 21, wherein said first 
device also includes hardware elements capable of being controlled by said at least one 
lower-level message (Column 5, lines 55 - 59). 
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Regarding claim 31, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 21 , wherein said at 
least one high-level message is a logical user interface message indicating a logical 
user interface manifestation that should occur (Column 9, lines 6-16). 

Regarding claim 32, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 21, wherein said at 
least one high-level message itself does not specify activation of particular hardware 
elements on the second device (Column 9, lines 6-16). 

Regarding claim 33, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 21 , wherein said at 
least one lower-level message does specify activation of one or more particular 
hardware elements oh the second device (Column 9, lines 6-16). 

Regarding claim 34, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 21 , wherein said first 
device comprises a client device and wherein said second device comprises a host 
device to which the client device occasionally connects (Column 3, line 54 - Column 4, 
line 1, where a remote device can temporarily connect to a local converted with the 
necessary software and control the system through the network connection, without the 
need for a permanent hardware and connection). 

Regarding claim 36, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 21 , wherein said 
event comprises a user event (Column 6, lines 20 - 45). 

Regarding claim 37, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 36, wherein said user 
event comprises user-supplied input (Column 6, lines 20-45). 

Regarding claim 38, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 36, wherein said user 
event comprises use activation of an input element (Column 6, lines 20 - 45). 
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Regarding claim 39, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 38, wherein said 
input element comprises an input button (Column 6, lines 20 - 45). 

Regarding claim 41, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 38, wherein said user 
input element resides on said second device (Column 6, lines 20 - 45). 

Regarding claim 42, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 41, further 
comprising: a module for transmitting a notification to said first device in response to 
user activation of said user input element residing on said second device (Column 6, 
lines 20-45). 

Regarding claim 45, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 21 , wherein said at 
least one particular hardware element comprises an LED (light-emitting diode) (Column 
12, lines 53-67). 

Regarding claim 46, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 21, wherein said at 
least one particular hardware element comprises a bitmap display (Column 9, lines 6 - 

16). 

Regarding claim 49, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 21 , wherein said first 
device may be embedded within said second device (Column 5, lines 49 - 51). 

Regarding claim 60, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 58, wherein said user 
input element resides on the host device (Column 6, lines 20 - 45). 

Regarding claim 61, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 60, further 
comprising: the router for transmitting a notification to the client device in response to 
the user activating the input element on the host device (Column 6, lines 20 - 45). 
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Regarding claim 51, Cortjens teaches an interface system allowing a client 
device to be partially supported by a host device (Column 5, lines 30 - 42), the system 
comprising: an onboard interface engine on the client device for generating at least one 
high-level event message indicating that an event has occurred on the client device 
(Column 8, line 60 - Column 9, line 1 ); a router in the client device to determine whether 
the at least one high level event message should be handled locally at the client device 
or remotely at the host (Column 8, lines 34 - 44): a state transition table to transition to 
the new state based on the event; and a module to update the client device's current 
state information (Column 9, lines 6-16); and a mapper for mapping said at least one 
high-level message into at least one lower-level message for controlling one or more 
hardware elements controlled by the second device (Column 5, lines 55 - 59). 

Regarding claim 52, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 51, further 
comprising an event handler for communicating said at least one lower-level message 
to the second device, such that the second device may activate one or more hardware 
elements that are appropriate for the event that occurred (Column 9, lines 6-16). 

Regarding claim 55, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 51, wherein the client 
device further comprises hardware elements capable of being controlled by the lower- 
level message (Column 9, lines 6-16). 

Regarding claim 57, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 51, wherein the high- 
level message is a user interface message designed for display to a user (Column 18, 
lines 57 - 63). 
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Regarding claims 27 and 53, Cortjens teaches the system of claims 21 and 51 , 
wherein said first device includes media capture capability (Column 18, lines 64 - 67). 

Regarding claims 30 and 56, Cortjens teaches the system of claims 21 and 51 , 
wherein said at least one high-level message is generated, at least in part, based on a 
then-current state of the first device (Column 8, line 60 - Column 9, line 1 ). 

Regarding claims 44 and 63, Cortjens teaches the system of claims 21 and 51 , 
wherein said at least one particular hardware element comprises an element capable of 
generating a display (Column 9, lines 6-16). 

Regarding claims 47 and 64, Cortjens teaches the system of claims 46 and 63, 
wherein said bitmap display shows an icon in response to receipt at the second device 
of said at least one lower-level message (Column 9, lines 6-16). 

Regarding claims 48 and 65, Cortjens teaches the system of claims 21 and 51 , 
wherein said at least one particular hardware element comprises an element capable of 
generating sound (Column 20, lines 16 - 25). 

Regarding claims 50 and 66, Cortjens teaches the system of claims 21 and 51 , 
wherein said module for communicating said at least one lower-level message to the 
second device employs a configurable table so that the second device itself may be 
selected from different classes of devices (Column 2, lines 64 - 66). 

Regarding claim 67, Cortjens teaches a method comprising: receiving a 
notification at a first device, indicating that an event has occurred with respect to the first 
device; determining whether the event should be handled locally at the device or 
remotely at a second device (Column 8. lines 34 - 44): transmitting a message to the 
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second device, intended to activate a hardware element on the second device; 
activating a hardware element on the second device, in response to the message 
(Column 9, lines 6 -16). 

Regarding claim 68, Cortjens teaches the system of claim 67, wherein said 
event comprises a user event (Column 6, lines 20 - 45). 

Regarding claims 58 and 69, Cortjens teaches the system of claims 51 and 68, 
wherein the event comprises a user event selected from among the following: a user 
supplied input, a user activation of an input element; a status change (Column 6, lines 
20 - 45). 

Regarding claims 35 and 70, Cortjens teaches the system of claims 21 and 67, 
wherein said module for generating at least one high-level event message determines a 
new state that is appropriate for the first device to transition to; and generates at least 
one high-level message appropriate for indicating the transition to said new state 
(Column 9, lines 6 -16). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 40 and 59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Cortjens (5526037) in view of Creamer (6930709). 

Regarding claims 40 and 59, Cortjens teaches the system of claims 38 and 58. 
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Cortjens does not explicitly indicate that said input element resides on the client 

device. 

Creamer teaches a system for viewing a digital camera over a network that 
includes receiving state change and input notifications on a second device over a 
network (Column 6, lines 36 - 58) and that the input interaction can be performed on 
the actual first device (Column 6, lines 43 - 46). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to receive alerts and reports about event data which includes user 
interaction with the first client taught in Creamer, in Cortjen's system in order to allow for 
some image formation and user interaction, without requiring controls from the external 
source, while maintaining the correct reporting and alert information. 

Claims 28 and 54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cortjens in view of Maurinus (5606365). 

Regarding claims 28 and 54, Cortjens teaches the system of claims 21 and 51. 

Cortjens does not explicitly indicate that said second device includes cellular 
phone capability. 

Maurinus teaches remote monitoring of perpherial devices which includes 
transmitting low level messages over a cellular network to the second device (Column 
8, lines 39-51). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Maurinus' teaching of sending the information from a digital 
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camera over a cellular network in order to provide a method of long distance wireless 
communication. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed August 22, 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

The applicant argues that the reference, Cortjens, does not disclose a router that 
determines if an event message should be handled locally or remotely. The examiner 
disagrees, as seen in Column 8, Cortjens teaches that the local device is programmed 
to product events that are determined to be handled remotely, rather than the ususal 
local events (lines 33 - 37) which are then forwarded, or "routed" through the local 
devices' interface called the remote interface to the remote device (lines 39 - 44). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin Bates whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3980. The examiner can normally be reached on 8 am - 4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571) 272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



